noves some critical vapors from the smoke along with the paries.
10. A substantial portion of atopic individuals are sensitive tobacco leaf or tobacco smoke extracts as shown by skin tests. wever, cutaneous sensitivity appears not to correlate with sub-;tive symptoms.
What Scientific Information Is Missing
1.  The outcomes obtained in chambers regarding dissatisfac->n created by the odor and irritation of ETS should be fur-er verified in field situations.  The chamber studies imply that ere must be considerably more than 20% dissatisfaction in places aere smoking occurs even when current ventilation standards are st.
2.  Prospects for abatement of discomfort through filtration of e vapor or particulate phases of ETS should receive attention.
3.   Objective physiological or biochemical indices should be ught to validate reports of chronic irritation of the eyes, nose, id throat.
4.  Research is needed to determine specific constituents that e the irritants in ETS.
5.  Information is needed on the prevalence and severity of al-:gic and hypersensitive responses to tobacco smoke in the general ipulation and in atopic individuals.
6.  Further research needs to be done to determine the specific :ments that are immunogenic in extracts of tobacco smoke and
relate immune response on skin tests to subjective complaints sensitivity to tobacco smoke.
7.   Research is needed to evaluate the medical importance positive reactions to RAST tests of tobacco leaf products for
opics.
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